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1. On 20 Sept 1966 from 11.30 to 13.30 hrs CHERNIAVSKY visited
Dr Kl at her home and zmong other things discussed with her the
"necess1ty' of establiching as soon aﬁéoesible of a Society for
cultural contacts with Ukraine, In his opinion the need fop such an
organizution was at the presené paranount becuause it wus wandatory
to have some "formal body" to negotiate with the reprecentatives of
Soviet ukraine and to take care of contacts with Klev, As long as Lr K1
and her friends remained just '"private people" they will be hampered
in their dealings with Xiev., They have to show who they vre and wvhat is
their strength because there are asany influential individuals in Kiev
who contend that Kiev had no need to pay ta:ﬁuch attention " to
a few private persons" like Dr K1 and her friends.

Referring to their previous talks on Dr Kl's trip to Ukraine
CHERNIAVSKY said thet he was still of the opinion that Dr X1 should not
habo;ééac to Xiev with Dr LEVETSKY but he ves now all for creation of
the uclety for contacte with Ukraine ag this weuld help her tremendously
hn her necciictions with Klev next year when,as he wsa:s sure, she will

cume there,

2+ CHERNIAVSKY mentioned DRACH and PAVLYCHKO as c¢ne of those
cases of which such a Sowiety Qould teke care. As loag s;however, as
there wus no such organization , he asked Dr K1 to hely him in
arranging a lietrary evening for botggggathe round Teble Club or at
the Union of Wwriters ''Glovo''s In his view, the best way to arrunge it would
be to introduce them to peoule frow the kound Table Ciub and Siovo
at Dr Kl's house and then the former would agree with the representatives
of both orfdganization on data and program of the meeting with the public,

3¢ Dr K1 promlsed to help in contacting the Club and 31lovo but
she couldn't say anything definite moreover in view of recent :evelopments
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in the Ukraine ( arrests and trials of intellectuals)s Lr K1 doubted
the writers in exile would be willing to arrange anything for DiACH
and PAVLYCHKO at the prfesent but she will talk to sumeone from there.
she stressed thefact how harmful those arrests and trials were for
any devzlopment of cultural contacts,and for the :mme reason she saw
ne prospects for establishment of a Sowiety fgr cultural cohtacts with

Kiev, at the present.

1. On 12 Cet 1966 U X1 was vieited by YAREHIO Ivan of Chicago
I1l. { from 26.00 to 20,00 hrs). YAREMKO pressed very strongly on the
necessity of orgunizing the Socieiy for cuitural contacts with Ukraine
now aud with no delayse He called it the Socliety of Friendship and
its program desaibed as &/ orsanizing of trips to Ukraineg
b/inviting of Soviet Ukrainian delegations

and artistic enscublcs A
¢/ import of boocks, literature and other

Uoultural values' from Ukraineg

YAREHKO used more or les: the same arguments as CHERNIAVSKY
stres.ing even stronger than the latter that " a few private individuals
®re no paxrtners for the goverhuent in Kiev and one hagjfg%v%hat PUrpose
at least <.me sort of organization'. Iurthermore, il wias in the interest
of those concerned with cultursl contacts to have such a boay
to co-ordinaﬁeg control, and sgéamline the whole development of
cultural emchange between Ukraine and emigration. Otherwlse, Kiev will
approach individually warious private people and use them fox
cultural exchange. This would deprive Dr K1 and others of negotiating
power and of control of what was going on betwe:n the Ukraine and the
emigraticn,

Deing realistic - YARUMKO sugs;ested .- one should also not press too

hard on various points oi demands on the part of emigration, Finally

what were all these few people in cbmparisom with Ukrainian goverament? =
" he asked, Also tactically it was better to put forward fewer demands




and thus increase chances ior thelr materialization.

- . . . . press on

For that reasum,ior instance, one should not ﬁlﬁﬁany religious
desiderata at the present as there wem¢no prospects. for revival

of Cdhoiic Ukrainian Church in the West Ukraine , anyway.

Co YLREMEO suid that he himself, Ly X1 and 3TAKHIV Zugen chould
finally itclke iniviztfive in thelr bands to create a Society of
Frendshilp with Vkraine. Yhey should also tuke advantage of
BILOLULOS? wud others' prosence iu New York and enter with them into
negotiations on the wudd ter of thu Society of Irendship.
In Chicago,fll,.he was abie to ascertain that more and more people
arc in fwvor of deveélopment of cultural conte.ts with Ukraine
and now wus the time to finalize and for:alize this natter organizationally.
One sliculd pay nc attention to attacks of Darderivisi and melnykivisi,
the mome they will attack the Society the bdter for it, This will only

steengthen %the position of tae Society vis~a~vis Kiev anc the

Mis.ion here.

3¢ Assked wbho woula canstitute the membership of the Society
YaREsKC replied that first one should talk who should be eliminated

rom it a_priord. Beside handerivisi and gelnykivtsi, the Prolog must

be elirinuted us wells. It was absolutely mandatory to ciclude

theProiog from all (hose wfiairs.

Asked why, YAREMKO replied , that no one in Kiev would talk with people
from Prolog because Proldg is . involved in a world«wioe 1ntelLiganco

activity, Also their behavious is such that only makes| nervous s Kiaw,

Yake ,for instance, Erolog's recent and latest announcenments

about the arrests &and trialc in the Ukraine. iihg did they publish this

stuff in their own name mak?gg it clear to everybody that they

are tue only cne who got‘h%&h&ggmmu@aa. And obviously, they must have

got them only through intelligenge channels.

In YAREMIC'S opinion it would have benn mugh better if someone else not

Prolog, and preferably foreign press woul Aﬁ;;nuilategésuch

informations . Ugherwise the Prolog Quthomgﬁ%ggllx_gluses all the gates
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to proper channels in dev. fnd it is u pitty, because Fwmlog has
guite o few very intelligent people who could do a lot in this field,

4, When D** K1 remarked that STAKLIV was aise a rrolog wan,
YARFHIG thought STAKEIV could act independently and one s&hould

convince him to do so.

5« In YARL4KO's opinion the Society could not include such
people as TOLUFEO or LEVYESKYI but should not avoid any contacts
with them either. On the contrary , it would be innthe intavest of
the Society of rrendship to have comuon ses-ions and gatherdings with
"progressives”.
In this manaer the Sociefy would eliminatée any influence of progressives
in ¥iev and in the iission inu New York as well,and become the
reprezentative for all the contacts with Ukraine, oo
YAREMEQ indicated thaat this wi.s not only Lis vwp idea butfthat of some
people in the Mision eR5¥RER» Un this occasion he tried to impress
. Ur K1 that be had gquite & svromg position with the liscion and Kiev
and prouwised to teillthem'to give ﬂﬁuéreen light" for grenting visa for
SHUEIRO Vira, / |

~

6. Referking to the Prolog again YA:FMKO sald that of course
not all the beople in , and associated with,”’rolog, are such that
have o be a priori excluded from any contwu ts with Uprainian fr.m Kiev
but bhe knew who was who diun Proiog and as far as its hard core was

concerned they were no goodifor ¢thm action he was planning.

7. YAREMKO coumplained that because of delaying tactics of Dy
Kl he missed so mauny opportunities to finalize culturel exchange

with Lisv and repented nuw that he did not go witiout her this year te
Kieve | e
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Anyvw=y, now ii's time to do something definite,moreover that he is being
pressed by his personal mzutters as well., e ir golgg to divorce his
wife as they den't live together foribngerthan a year by now, =nd Lls wife
had ne underctending for Hkepzinian affairs.

' .

l. Late evening 19 Oct 1966 YAREMKO met with STAKHIV and Dr H1l at
the latter's hame, He put forward ggain his suggestions but STAKHIV and Dr KIL
made it at once clear to him that '"present arrangements through Dr KL " were
quiite sufficlent and thergigo need for anything else as long as Kiev was not

t

ready for any concessions on its part,
2, On 20 Oct 1966 TAREMKO vigited a@ain Dr K15B8mplained about Hot ws:

GeloBIEVELYS presence in sow York 4@ iumediately eneter into

. néé;;iations with the Mission on the fifure-of cultural contacts with Klev.
SHEVEL, and not BILO.OLOS is the highest ranking ofiicial now at the
Mission. He dc F.reu1¢y big shot and he éecidea on eVPrythlng. He also

.contrals BILOkCLUS, His man here is KOCHUBEY who “tunQS much higher than
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CuLRNIAVSKY, YAR®IXC khows all that for sure, moreover just last Tuesday

( 18 Cct 1966) he was to the party at the Mission and met there SHEVEL,

The latter trked to zet rid of Yaremko's guestion by Jokes and generalities
and tehaved himeself like a boss whoe couldn't care about anything,

When YAWLMKO ssked SHEVEL why there wers no Uxrainian films abroad 4 he
replied because thef%;;é/good Ukrainian fifims at all. When YAKEMZKO
complained about usage of kussian in Ukrainian Soviet offices on i highest
levels , SHEVEL just laughed at him. But in YARENXO'S opinion

SHEVEL knows a lot about emigration gnd on him depended very much .
Incidentally together with YA.LNKC There were at the party at the Mission
also XKOSACH Yurd,TOLOPRKO L.,SHUKMLEIXOS, and aksw PAVLYCHXO and DXACH.

3. idelerring to HOLUBNYCHYI'S paper read at the nound Table Club
on 19 Cet 1966 , YAREMKO said that he agreed with HOLUBNYCHYI'S
asuertion thut there were evidently two groups in ¥iev whose "emigre
lined did not olways see eye to eye wit& each ntner. Indecd, SMOLYCH'S
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organization was more coanservative and more Animical to emigres,whereas
KOLOS.OVASkas more progressive and genuinely interested xkkh in
contacts with other than communlst emipresXOLOSSOVA herself

is convinced that emigration wouldj8apable to help them in their
efforts of Ukrainization in the Ukraine and is very keen on '"moving
things in proper direction".

YAREMKO mentioned again the"fact'that KOLOSSOVA must have known about
his smuggling out of DZIUBA'S speech and saw him to fhe airport to
avold eventual search by customs officers., It was a pityy that there
had been no response to Kolossova's attempts to further develop

the contucts she had started, In YEREMKO'S opinion , the emigres should
have re-visited Kolossova in Kiev instead of putting £ orward

. "unrealistic demands'" like those Ir K1 was suggesting.

In short, the emigres did not help KOILOSSOVA in her honest endeweurs
and hurt her badly. But now , since there are no prospects for
implementation of plans for the Society of Frendship he would like

to be at least iq@ouch whth what was going on in the field of cultural
contacts in New York ,N,.Y,.

§, Apart from the Sowiety of Frhendship , the New York
Group should think about future trips to Ukraine ,particularly of
young people. The latter especially make a very positive and very .
strong impression on Soviet youth and one shoul@gtake that into
account, In his opinion this is one of the most efiective instruments
of Ukrainization.

8. Referring to DRAUH and PAVLYCHKO ,YAREMKO said that there

‘was no point in talking with them about polities but for that purpose

one should go to Kiev and speak with "politicians".
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X 1. On 10 Nov 1966 YARENKO phoned Dr K1 telling her
that he came to New York City and will take part at both, the
cocktail party at the Mission and the literary evening at the Round
Table Club , on 11 Nov 1966, | ' |
He wants to see her and " Society or no society ( of FriMndship)'he 4is
already organizing a group to travel to Kiev on 20 June 1967.
) e also mentioned that in December 1966 Bbrys LEVYTSKYX of Munic},
l Germany is coming to New York and Chicago,Ill. and he is going to see
: him,

2. YAREMKO asked Dr K1 whether she knew a lady by the name
POZYICHANIUK who was sald to come lately from Ukraine and '"who should be
a very interesting person". She should be somewhere near New York.
YAREMKO is leaving on Sunday with a Polish lady for Bmffulo,N.Y.
who will leave for Poland on Monday. He did not say what her name was.
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